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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102/103 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Goldman (1,936,625). Regarding claim 12, 
Goldman discloses a golf tee device (note Figure 7) comprising a holder member (55, 56) and a 
tee member (51). The tee member includes threading (54) provided along a lower part of the 
length of the exterior of the tee member which mates with a threading on the holder member. 
Note page 2, lines 139-149. Further, the threading of tee member includes a topmost part. The 
topmost part of the threading is visible only when the tee member is at its maximum working 
height. Note Figure 7. It is noted that the language "part" does not specifically define an amount 
of the thread that may be visible to the user when the tee member is at its maximum working 
height. Thus, a substantial portion of the thread may be showing when the tee member has 
reached its maximum working height and this portion may still be seen as a "topmost part". 

Further, it is noted that the limitation "maximum working height" relates to the intended 
use of the device, which is inherently met by the golf tee device of Goldman. For example, the 
arrangement shown in Figure 7 may be termed the maximum working height for the tee because 
the user or manufacturer determines that the tee should not be teed any higher as a ball could not 
be hit from a higher tee. Thus, the arrangement shown in Figure 7 would be the maximum 
working height and also the topmost part of the threading would be visible to the user. 

A recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural 
difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the 
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claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the 
intended use, then it meets the claim. 

In the alternative, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
the height shown in Figure 7 be deemed the maximum working height for the tee device of 
Goldman in order to tee the golf ball to that particular height. 

Regarding claim 13, Goldman provides threading along the interior of the holder 
member. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gustine 
(5,776,014) in view of Wing (4,907,926). Gustine discloses golf tee device comprising a tee 
member (32, 28) that is movable within a holder member (22). Gustine discloses the use of 
threads on the screw (28) for preventing movement between the tee member and the holder 
member on striking of a golf ball supported by the tee member. 

Wing discloses a fastener system comprising buttressed threads. Note column 1 of Wing 
stating the numerous advantages of using buttressed threads. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to form the threads of Gustine as buttressed threads for the reasons 
advanced by Wing. 

4. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sibbald 
(1,413,196) in view of Wing (4,907,926). Sibbald discloses a golf tee comprising a tee member 
(14) that is movable within a holder member (10, 12). Sibbald discloses the use of threads (15) 
on the tee member (14) that engage threads (13) on the holder member (10, 12). The threads 
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prevent movement between the tee member and the holder member on striking of a golf ball 
supported by the tee member. 

Wing discloses a fastener system comprising buttressed threads. Note column 1 of Wing 
stating the numerous advantages of using buttressed threads. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to form the threads of Sibbald as buttressed threads for the reasons 
advanced by Wing. 

5. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ullerich 
(5,248,144) in view of Wing (4,907,926). Ullerich discloses a golf tee comprising a tee member 
(13) that is movable within a holder member (11, 12). Ullerich discloses the use of threads on 
the members to adjust the height of the tee. The threads prevent movement between the 
members on striking of a golf ball supported by the tee member. 

Wing discloses a fastener system comprising buttressed threads. Note column 1 of Wing 
stating the numerous advantages of using buttressed threads. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to form the threads of Ullerich as buttressed threads for the reasons 
advanced by Wing. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed April 30, 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 12 and 13 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. The amendment further defines the topmost part 
for the golf tee device and recites that it is only visible when the tee member is at its maximum 
working height. The applicant is directed to the basis for the rejection of claims 12 and 13 over 
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the reference to Goldman. Goldman teaches a golf tee device wherein a tee member includes 
threads on a lower part of its length. Further, as shown in Figure 7 a topmost part of the 
threading is visible only when the tee member is at its maximum working height. As stated in 
the rejection above, the language "part" is a broad limitation that does not specifically define an 
amount of the thread that may be visible to the user when the tee member is at its maximum 
working height. Thus, a substantial portion of the thread may be showing when the tee member 
has reached its maximum working height and this portion may still be seen as a "topmost part". 

Further, it is noted that the limitation "maximum working height" relates to the intended 
use of the device, which is inherently met by the golf tee device of Goldman. Note the basis for 
the rejection set forth above. The language "maximum working height" does not specifically 
define a structural limitation for the golf tee device and could be met by an intended use thereof. 
As stated above, the arrangement of Figure 7 of Goldman may be termed the maximum working 
height for the tee if the user or manufacturer determines that the tee should not be set any higher 
as a ball could not be hit from a higher tee. Therefore, the structure of Goldman is capable of 
performing the intended use and thus, meets the claim limitations. 

Regarding claims 14 and 15, the rejection is over a combination of references. The 
references to Ullerich, Sibbald and Gustine all teach the golf tee device substantially as claimed. 
However, these references all lack the teaching for the threads of the device to be buttressed. 
Wing reveals that it is well known in the art of threaded fasteners to buttress the threads for 
numerous advantages. Note column 1 of Wing. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to form the threads of Sibbald as buttressed threads for the reasons advanced by 
Wing. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
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the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). In this case, Wing provides numerous advantages for forming buttressed threads such as 
buttressed threads avoid the high stresses that a common threaded fastener must endure. Clearly, 
this advantage would be desirable for the threaded connection of Ullerich, Sibbald and Gustine. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Wong whose telephone number is 571-272-4416. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gene Kim can be reached on 571-272-4463. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Sle^en~~Wong 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3711 

SBW 

June 13,2007 



